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DATA ON 58 REMEDIAL ENGLISH 21 ANC 128 ENGLISH 1
STUDENTS WERE FURNISHEC BY THE ENGLISH CEPARTMENT OF LOS
ANGELES CITY COLLEGE. TABLES WERE CONSTRUCTED INCICATING
SCHOOL ANC COLLEGE APTITULE TEST SCORES (SCAT), ANC
PERFORMANCE IN ANY FREVIOUS COMMUNICATION CLASSES FOR THESE
'~ STUCENTS. COMPARISONS ARE MACE ANC CIFFERENCES CHARTED
BETWEEN THE ENGLISH 21 AND 1 STUCENTS IN FERFORMANCEZ ANC IN
VERBAL AREAS. OTHER TABELES SHOW CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS
BETWEEN SCAT AND ENGLISH EXFRESSION FERFORMANCES, ANC BETWEEN
TEST PERFORMANCES AND GRACES. IT WAS FOUNC THAT THE SCAT HAC
NO USEFULNESS IN FRECICTING ENGLISH 21 GRACES ANC LIMITED
USEFULNESS IN FRECICTING GRACES IN ENGLISH 1. THE ENGLISH
EXPRESSION TEST HAD A CORRELATION OF .44 WITH ENGLISH 1
GRADES AND .52 WITH ENGLISH 21 GRADES. (HS)
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UPLACEHENT CRITERIA AND ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE IN ENGLISH
I and 21, SPRING, 1965
PURPOSE OF THE STUDY
Several Counseling Center research studies (#58-5, 5816, 59=12,

61«1, 6]«5) have considered questions related to placement of stu-
dents in English 1 and 21, and thelr subsequant academic performance.
Since the last of these studies appeared in 1961, ths English Depart~
ment has had available new editions of the Cooperative English Tests
and has raised the question of whether or not use of the newer Coopera-
tive Test of English Expression might be useful in placing the students
in the proper course. The purpose of this study Is to consider this

" question and to identify any differences In performance In the courses

from those reported earlier.

PROCEDURES OF THE STUDY
The English Department furnished the names and test scores of stu-
Jents in three English 21 and five English 1 classes for the Spring 1965
semester who had taken the Cooperative English Expression Test at the
teginning of the semester. Records were checked to obtain SCAT entrance
axamination scores sad performance In any previous LACC communicatlons
| courses for these students, After the close of the semester, grades In
English were obtained. Comparative fiyures for previous semesters were
obtalned from the studies mentlioned above, Statistics wers calculated,

analyzed and Interpreted as Indicated in the following sectlens.
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Page 2.
FINDINGS

Data concerning students in three English 21 classes totaling 58
students snd five English 1 classes totaling 128 students wore furnlshed
by the English department. Totals smailer than these In the following
presentation indicate Incomplete data for the students not included,

Table | Indicstes performance of the students on the SCAT entrance
examination (verbal, quantitative, and total row scores) aid the
Cooperative Test of English Expression. Figures for all students who
tock the SCAT for admission In the Fall 1965 scmester are fnc'udzd for
comparison purposes. It will be observed that the Znglish 1 average per=
formence is st about the national college freshman level in a1l four
situations, with the highest level at the 53th parcentile on the SCAT
Verbal end the lowsst level at the LSth percentile on the English Exprese
sion, The English 21 performance is considerably lower, especially In the
Verbal sreas. English 21 performance on the SCAT Quantitative is about
equal to tilat of all LACC students but below that of English 1 students,
although this difference is not as pronounced as that In verbal aress. It
can be noted also thet perfurmance in the verbal sreas by English 1 stu-
dents shows more varietion than that shown by English 21 students. Pere
formance on the SCAT Quantitative shows about the same varlability In
English | as In English 21,

Table il indicates correlation coefficients batwoen SCAT and English
Expression performences, and betwesn test performances and grade:. Coef-
ficients obtalned uslng siata from classes separated by performence on one
of the components can be expected to be smaller than those obtsined without

this restriction. Even noting this, however, it is clear that the SCAT
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Page 3.
FINDINGS (continued)
has no usefulness in predicting grades In English 21 and limited use-
fulness In predicting grades in English 1. The English Expression test
is related more strongly to grades in English 21, Indicating probably
that the concepts being tasted sre more closely related to course content
than Is the cese with ths SCAT Verbat.

Flgure | shows grads distributions in English 2i and | for the Spring

- 1965 semester, the Fall 1959 semester and the Fall 1958 semester. In
Fail 1958 a C In English 21 was required for admission te English 1,
Bag;Inning with the Fall 1959 semester, the grade of B was requirsd,
Figure 1 reveals 1ittle change In the grading practices in Eaglish 1, with
crades for all three semesters showing an spproximetely norma! distribye
tion, Marked differences can be observed, however, In the distributlons
for English 21. Gredes bolew C were earnad by 48% of the students in 1958,
50% in 1959, and only 24% In 1965, However, in 1958 42X of the students
were eligible for English 1, vhile in 1959 30% of the students wers eli-
glble, and in 1965 only 17% were eligible,

Placement In English | by tha SCAT examination requires a verbal rew
score of 28 or more. Placement in English 1 by the English Expression test
has been sct by the English department at raw score of 46 or sbove.

Table 111 indicates how students were (or would have been} placed by these
examinations. 31% of the students ware enrolled In English 21. {f the
SCAT Verbal had been the sols placing factor, 37% would have been In
English 21, while If the Cooperative had been the sole placing factor, 3C%
would havk been placed In English 21. Although these ;;;rcentages are qu'te

close, the students Involved are not the same In each case. 61% of the
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FINDINGS (continued)

students would have been placed In the same English class by either K
test, OF the 39% who wouid have been placed differently, thres out of
four would have been placed by SCAT In English 1 and by the Coopurative

‘Tast in English 21,

So far, the data includes nothing about previcus performances in Engl!’sh.
Figure 2 is a scatter diagram indicating performance on SCAT Verbal and
English Cooperative according to previous experieice in English. The
numbers become rather small when such a breakdown is made., Some tenta-
tive obsor\-vatlons might be made, howeover. All of the siudentn who were
repeating English 1 scored above the SCAT cutoff, but only sbcut half scored
above the Cooperative cutoff. The English | students who have not taken
English 21 appear to show about the same distribution on the Cinperstive
as thote who have. About half of those English. | students who ook English 21
scored sbove the SCAT cutoff, |

Table | = Performance of English 1 and 2] Stu.ents on Stondardized Tests

o Est, Nat'l, ]
“ Coll . Fr, %ile Std. .

Test Group | Number Mean Row Score for Mean | _Dev. . .
SCAT v | English 21| 51 23.4 23 ' 5.3
English 1 | 123 35.3 58 . 9.1
LACC F165 | 5496 29.3 41 11.5
SCAT Q English 21 5t 27.6 32 8.7
English | 123 31.8 46 9.0
LACC F'65 | 5496 28.4 3 1.0
SCAT T English 21| 51 50.6 2 el 8.8
English | 123 66.0 9 12.4
LACC F'65 | 5496 58.2 35 19.8
m: €3 english 21| 51 31.6 12 8.8
I English 1 123 Ll 4 he 12.4
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TABLE lip » Data for Correlation Study

SCAT_VERBAL RAW_SCORE

Pags 5.

Grade | 0-6 | 7412 | 13-18 |19=24 | 25+30 | 31-36 | 37-bz | 43<k8 | 4954 | 55-60 |Total
A § ¢
=| s 2 | & |1io 7
a| ¢ ! 8 | o l7i1] 2 1 25
§' 0 ! 2 L ol 1 5
#F 2 1 |2i0 5
Total 1 | 9 w6 (i 3 | | b2
A L s | s
-8 i1l 7 2 | s 3 19
il s 13iol 16 | & |4 | b -
2l o 1 | | 1is] w0 2 | 22
*7 NI 2 2 10
Total | 6 |uie| 38 10 | 9 " 5 | 101
Cutoff
Engl! Raw S
Grade | 0~9 | 10=18 | 19-27 | 2B=36 |37=45 | U654 | 55-63 | 672 | 73-81 | 82-50 | Total
A ' ‘ 0
f B 3 |3 | 7
=l ¢ ! 4 | u 6 i 3 %5
S o ' 2 | 2 f 5
*F ; 3 | 5
Tota! 7| 9 il | | 2
A L ! 3 5
| HEEEE RN 19
- I ! z_1|1s 15 7 -2
9 3 6 7 i s ! 22
*F 1 3 3 | ; 2 10
Total _| 6 [V |2 '] 28 13 7 3 __| 1o
Cutof f

¥ includes WF's but not Incomplotes




SCAT V vs Coop,, English 21 only

SCAT V vs Coop., English 1 only
SCAT V vs Coop., combinsd

SCAT Q vs Coop., English 2 only

SCAT Q vs Czop., English | only
SCAT Q vs Covp., combined

SCAT T vs Coop., English 21 only

SCAT T vs Coop., English 1 only

' TASLE 11 - Correlation Coofficients (r)
SCAT T vs Coop,, combined

SCAT V vs grade In English 21
Coop., vs grads in Engiish 21
3CAT V vs grade in English 1
Coop., vs grade in English |

51
123
17k

51
123
174

51
123
174

L2

L2

101
101

Pagse 6.

-0.10
+0,54
+0,58

-0.01
0,32
+0,30

«0.01
+0.36
+0. L4

«0,02

+0.52

+0, 8
+0.44
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Figure | = Grade Distributions, Encilsh 2! and |
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TABLE 111 - Placemont In English 21 and | by SCAT Verbal and Cooperative
English Expression test

Figures In red Indicate actus! enrolliment in English |
Figuras !n purple Indicates actual! enrolliment In English 2I

Coop. English Cutoffaeweas

TOTALS

57 students or 31% actually enrolled In English 21

127 "  or 69% actually enrolled In English !
68 "  or 37% placed in English 21 by SCAT V
116 "  ar 63% placed In English | by SCAT V
66 “  or 36X placed in English 21 by Coopsrative
18 " o 6% placed In English | by Cooperative

57 students or 31% placed in English 21 by both
55 "  or 30% placed in English 1 by both
n ®  or 6% placed In English 21 by SCAT, English 1 by Cooperative
(] " or 33% placed in English 1 by SCAT, Erglish 21 by Cooperative
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COi CLUSTORS

(1) The average English 1 student porforms at about the median
Zor nationel college freshmen on all the SCAT measures and on
the Cooperative Ves- of English Expression, Considersble
variatien in performance, ospeciaily in verbal ereas, can be
noted hewever.

(2) The average English 21 student parforms In the lowest quartile,

" when compared with national college fréshmen, in SCAT verbzi,
SCAT total, and in English Expression, with less variation In
serformance shown In these sreas then that shown by English |
students. On the SCAT guantitative, the aversge English 21 stuy~
dent scores at abou: tha level of all entering LACC students.

(3) Tha Cooperative English Expression test seems to show more pre=
dictive vatidity than the SCAT verbal when used as a device for
placing students into English 1 and 21 classes. Vhether this
advantage is wnrih the trouble of asminlstering the test s
doubtful however, Inasmuch as the SCAT is required of all entering
students. Alsn, of course, whether the advantage is real! or not
depends upon the purposes and objectives of the two courses.

{B) At present only about onc in flve English 21 students meets the
requirement (A or B grade) for earolliment in English 1. This Is
2 drop from Fall 1955 (the first semester a B was required) vhen
the ratlo was. about one in three.

RECOMMENDAT 1ONS
It Is suggested that the Engiish Department ev.luate the findings

of thls study snd other avalleble evidence in light of (1) the objec~

tives of the English | and 21 courses, and (2) the problems concerned

with test admlnistratian.




